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This incidental serial will share rigorous syntheses of 
meetings that relate to science diplomacy. The spirit of this 
serial is to be holistic (international, interdisciplinary and 
inclusive) in a manner that will be helpful to the future of our 
globally-interconnected civilization. 
This serial is intended to integrate stakeholder perspectives, 
holistic evidence and governance records in a manner that 
reveals options (without advocacy), which can be used or 
ignored, with the goal of contributing to informed decision-
making in our world. 
Informed decisions are at the summit, overlying options 
and evidence. The evidence itself is distilled from data, with 
observations and information integrated from questions  
at the earliest stage possible for stakeholder engagement,  
which is the reason for the meetings in the first instance. 
The decisions relate to the combination of fixed, mobile,  
and other built assets (including communications,  
research, observing and information systems) that  
require capitalization and technology PLUS regulatory,  
policy, legal, official-statement and other governance 
mechanisms (including insurance). Behind the decisions is 
the science, as the study of change, including natural and 
social sciences as well as indigenous knowledge. Change 
itself reveals patterns and trends over time and space –  
to anticipate as well as respond to issues, impacts and 
resources – across generations within, over and beyond  
the boundaries of nations.
ABOUT THE SERIAL
Science Diplomacy Action addresses an immediate and long-
term need to publish rigorous syntheses and summaries of 
meetings associated with science and technology advice 
in government at all levels, especially among the foreign 
ministries of nations. This need is reflected by the rapidly 
growing number of meetings that focus on science diplomacy 
as a holistic process of evidence integration to balance 
national interests and common interests for the benefit of all 
on Earth. The value of these science-diplomacy meetings (or 
any meetings) is largely limited to those that attend. Science 
Diplomacy Action recognizes this unrealized opportunity 
to extend value beyond the meetings by soliciting and 
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The  2nd  International  Dialogue  on  Science  and  Technology  Advice  in  Foreign 
Ministries was co‐convened at the Tufts European Center in Talloires, France, from 
15‐17  September  2017  by  the  International Network  for  Government  Science 
Advice  (INGSA) and  the Science Diplomacy Center  (Fletcher School of  Law and 
Diplomacy,  Tufts  University).    ‘The  Talloires  Dialogue’  engaged  the  Foreign 
Ministries  Science  and  Technology  Advice  Network  (FMSTAN)  and  other 
representatives  from  foreign  ministries  of  sixteen  nations  to  address 
developments in our globally‐interconnected civilization that require science and 
technology  advice  for  informed  decision‐making.    Multi‐stakeholder  fora, 
including  INGSA  and  FMSTAN,  provide  global  and  international  venues  for 
dialogues  among  allies  and  adversaries  alike  to  build  common  interests  with 
continuous  progress,  responding  to  crises  and  emergencies,  disruptive 
technologies,  global  spaces  and  the  United  Nations  Sustainable  Development 
Goals beyond 2030 on a planetary scale.   Progress with science diplomacy was 
discussed as an evolving international, interdisciplinary and inclusive process that 
















with  the  Fletcher  School  of  Law  and  Diplomacy  of  Tufts  University  held  a  workshop  on  science 
diplomacy at the Tufts European Center in Talloires, France. Some 45 participants from academia and 


























practitioner  community, especially  in  foreign ministries  require a different  frame.    In  reality, most 
activities do not neatly fall in each of these activities and the category science for diplomacy embraces 






formal  links  to  the  science  community.  There  is  an  urgency  that  is  created  by  consideration  of 
                                                            











varied  reliability  leading  to  increased  nationalism  and  polarisation,  disruption  to  the  stable  global 
architectures on one hand and yet on the other the recognition of the essential importance of data, 
technologies and science including social science to address the major global challenges including but 
not  limited to those encapsulated  in the SDGs.  Indeed, an  increasing number of diplomatic training 
programmes are giving greater weight to the role of Science, Technology and Innovation (STI). 
 
The discussion pointed out  the  importance of greater access  to STI  to allow  for greater and more 
effective  uptake  and  adoption  of  useful  knowledge  within  the  global  south.  But  there  are  many 
challenges in ensuring that the adoptive capacity is there. There is clear need for institutional building 
from  universities,  Indigenous  research,  and  a  respect  within  the  policy  community  to  develop 












Both  natural  and  human  induced  emergencies  and  crises  represent  an  area  where  international 
collaboration and assistance can  involve science diplomacy.  In 2015, the Sendai mechanism  led to a 
major report on disaster risk management and reduction and much of that report focuses on the role 
of  science. Currently  the Organisation  for  Economic Co‐Operation  and Development  (OECD) has  a 
project on  international cooperation  in disaster management.  Its chair, Prof. Robin Grimes  (United 
Kingdom),  reviewed  the  elaborate  and  formal  mechanisms  the  UK  has  established  for  managing 
emergencies and ensuring high quality scientific input via the Science Advisory Group for Emergencies 
(SAGE)  mechanism.    Example  of  international  cooperation  in  crisis  management  included  the 







should be manifestly obviously  that  in  contrast  to  the 30% of  the planet’s  surface which  is under 








extraction.  In practice this  is meant that the only significant terrestrial activities  in the Antarctic are 
science and a small amount of tourism. Indeed, such science has become of increasing importance with 
respect  to  climate  change  research.    In many ways  this example  is used  to highlight what  science 











The  complexity  of  dealing  with  the  issues  of  global  commons  was  discussed.  The  challenge  of 
negotiating the Paris climate accord was but one example. It was suggested that the changed climate 





clearly  impact on  the  jurisdictional autonomy of  individual countries and have  impacts  that clearly 
extend well beyond economic impacts. These include capacities of countries to regulate domains such 
pornography or regulate some industries (e.g. AirBNB, Uber) to impacts on citizens, their attitudes and 





Kenya). The  challenges and opportunities of  these  technologies  to  the  international  landscape will 
increasingly be a focus for science diplomacy.  
 
The  pace  of  disruptive  technological  development  is  fast  and  all‐encompassing.  The  2017  Global 
Sustainability  Report  highlights many  technologies  that  could  be  important  to  planetary  progress. 





and regulatory processes  in the case of  life science  technologies. But the concerns over the role of 



















are an  inspirational  framing around which progress  can be made and assessed. The 17 goals, 169 








interactions  that  the  implications of  the  tradeoffs  inherent  in any decision can be understood. The 
International Council of Science has recently explored the nature of these tradeoffs for some of the 


















diplomatic representatives and  few member states have  formal science  inputs  it  their ministries of 











own  advisory boards but  these  are  linked neither  to each other nor  to domestic  science  advisory 
mechanisms.  Yet  ultimately  UN  systems  must  be  responsive  to  national  need  and  national 
considerations generally override any global decision making. While the previous UN Secretary General 
had  established  a  scientific  advisory  board,  its mandate  and  operation  did  not  let  it  address  this 










and  many  other  factors  increasingly  concern  political  leaders.    Many  of  these  issues  cannot  be 
addressed by nations on their own. Cooperation will be needed even if that cooperation is driven by 
national self‐interest. Each of  these  issues has a strong scientific component. Nation states will get 
advantage  when  they  use  science  better  both  within  their  domestic  policy  setting  and  in  their 
international  agenda.  Those whose  primary  interest  is  the  global  commons  and  advancing  global 


































































































Dr.  Ana  Elorza Moreno,  International  Scientific  Coordinator,  Representative  to  the  USA,  Spanish 
Foundation  for  Science  and  Technology  (FECYT), Ministry  of  Science,  Innovation  and Universities, 
Madrid, SPAIN.  
 
Dr.  Jan  Marco  Müller:  Head  of  Directorate  Office,  Directorate  Science  to  Policy  and  Diplomacy 
Coordinator/Science  Officer;  Exploratory  and  Special  Projects.  International  Institute  for  Applied 
Systems Analysis, Luxemburg, AUSTRIA.   
 
Mr. Satoru Ohtake: Principal Fellow  in  International Affairs,  Japan Science and Technology Agency, 
Tokyo, JAPAN. 
 
Ambassador Nongnuth  Phetcharatana:  Dean  of  the  Devawongse  Varopakarn  Institute  of  Foreign 
Affairs, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, THAILAND. 
 






Ms.  Leticia  Pico  de  Coaña  Suárez:  Head  of  the  Department  for  Cultural  and  Scientific  Relations, 
Directorate  for  Coordination  of  Cultural  and  Scientific  Relations,  Spanish  Agency  for  International 
Development Cooperation, Madrid, SPAIN. 
 
Dr. Atushi  Sunami: Member  of  the Advisory  Board  for  the  Promotion  of  Science  and  Technology 
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Diplomacy Center for personal use. Please contact   
Prof. Paul Arthur Berkman directly with questions 
or expressions of interest to publish your rigorous 
meeting synthesis: 
Prof. Paul Arthur Berkman 
Director, Science Diplomacy Center and  
Professor of Practice in Science Diplomacy 
The Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy 
Tufts University 
160 Packard Avenue 
Medford, MA 02155 
United States 
(e)  paul.berkman@tufts.edu 
(o)  +1‐617‐627‐6959 
(w)  https://sites.tufts.edu/sciencediplomacy/ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Thank you to the National Science Foundation  
for their generous support. 
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